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TTiis is a communication from the examiner in charge of your aDDlication 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on ^ f^Z-] j ^S" ^ 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Be parte Ot/ayte. 1935 D.C. 11;453 O.G 213. '"^rits is closed in 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set Iv , 

^nnif/jf ^""^ '"^''^^ "^^^^ °^ communication. ra„u,« w respona wonin tnrpenod for response will cause 
Sal ^ Obtained under thL Sons ol CFR 



^ *o ^^^^ (^-K/^>tg^\ month(s), or thirty days. 

tlon. Failure to respond within thef eriod for response will causi 



Disposition of Claims 

^ Claim{s) 



Of the above, claim(s) 

□ Claim{s) 

^ Claim(s) 

□ Claimfs) 

□ Claim(s) 



is/are pending in the application. 

Js/are withdrawn from consideration. 
' . - is/are allowed. 



__is/are rejected. 



Js/are objected to. 



Application Papers 



_are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing (s) filed on 



The proposed drawing correction, filed on A / I 
^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
^ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a daim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C, § 119(a)-(d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



Js/are objected to by the Ex^iner. 
is ^approved □ disapproved. 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachment(s) 

Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary. PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO- 1 52 



PT0L^(R*^.e«6) 



-SEE OFRCE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 
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15. Claims 1-7 and 9-10 are presented for examination. 

16. The continuation-in-part declaration is incorcplete. It does not state to acknowledge the duty 
to disclose material information as defined m title 37 CFR 1.56 which occurred between the filing 
date of the prior appUcation and the National PCX Intemational fihng date of this apphcation. 

17. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner 
and process of making and using it, in such fiifl, clear, concise, and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
provide an adequate written description of the invention and failing to adequately teach how to 
make and use the invention, i.e. failing to provide an enabling disclosure. 

Applicants did not teach the details of the method as claimed in clauns 1-7 and 9-10, e.g., 
applicant did not teach details of the structures or means which performed determination of the 
process status, details of how a process which determined the process status interfaced with the 
received email or for that matter details of a process which receives emails querying process 
status and this process in response interfacing with another process which determines the process 
status. In Unix system an operator may type '"ps" and the operating system returns a table 
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showing all the processing running on that conq)uter, e.g., as shown on page 6 of the application. 
But this is done manually by the operator. The operator may receive an email from a person who 
asks him about the status of the processes and the operator may type the '^s" command and read 
from the table and capture that information into a file and than attach that file to a mail message 
which responds to the received email inquuy. These could all be done by a conq)uter operator 
manually. If apphcant iavented a process which automated all these steps then it is incumbent for 
the applicant to disclose details of these program steps. The present application is written in a 
brief magazine article fashion. It lacks the detailed teachings as required by the first paragraph of 
1 12. Thus, it would require repeated undue experimentation for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to determine details of all the above mentioned steps for automatically 
performing remote process monitoring. Also, the claims recite in the preamble that the method 
for remote monitoring of con:5)uters on a network is done by using software capabiUty of the 
computer operating system. A conq)uter operator may use the conq)uter operating system 
comnaand '^s" to determine the status of the processes. But, examiner is xmaware of any UNIX 
operating system command which performs an interface between the email and the '*ps" 
command. Moreover, applicant failed to teach details of how the conq)aring with a hst is 
acconq)Ushed as claimed in claim 3 and 10 and details of how automatic activation of remote 
paging was accompUshed and details of how heterogeneous systems were interface to each other 
for acconq)Ushing the email remote monitoring as claimed in claim 10. All these features only 
exist in the claims and there is no detailed teaching in the specification showing how these are 
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acconq)lished. A good exsmplc for the applicant to observe an enabling patent is the one which 
will be used below ia 103 rejection, i.e, Quan (5,230,05 1). The diflFerence between that teaching 
and this apphcation is crystal clear for one of ordinary skill m the coniputer network art. This 
apphcation lacks detailed teachings. 

The examiner contends that it would require many repeated undue experimentation for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to make and use the claimed invention for the reasons set forth herein 
above. Apphcant is reminded that no new matter is allowed in the amendment to the specification 
under 35 U.S.C. 132 and 37 CFR 1,1 18(a). 

18. Clakns 1-7 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, for the reasons set 
forth in the objection to the specification. 

19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject miatter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentabihty shall not be negatived by 
the manner m which the invention was made. 
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20. Claims 1-7 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Quan in 
view of well known features of network monitoring art. 

21. Quan (5,230,05 1) taught the invention substantially as claimed mcluding a system for 
monitoring a computer network having a pluraUty of con^uters which are communicating with 
each other through Messaging (col 3) and the system having a monitoring fimction for monitoring 
status of the processes and reporting to a bulletin board system status of the processes (e.g., see 
colxzmn 4 (line 37) through column 6 (hne 40). ) Moreover, Quan taught querying the Bulletin 
board for determining the status of the processes on the remote computer (e.g., see column 5 
(Unes 24-28.) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill m the art at the time of the 
invention that the claimed invention only differs from Querying of the bulletin board taught by 
Quan by degree. As far as reporting to a beeper service is concemed, it is no more than an 
obvious variation of process monitoring and reporting to the bulletin board. 

22. Any inqxiiry concerning this commxmication or earUer communications from the exammer 
should be directed to Mehmet Geckil whose telephone number is (703) 305-9676. The examiner 
can normally be reached on all days of the week from 8:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. 

If attenq)ts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiiL, the examiner's supervisor, , 
can be reached on (703)305-9702 . The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 305-9564. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 

1/14/96 




MEHMET B.GECKIL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
GROUP 2300 



